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35 U.S.C. § 102. Claim Rejections. 

7. The Office Action states that "Claims 1-3, 9, 12-19, 25-32, 38, 41^8, 54, and 
5 57-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ford et al. 
(Ford hereinafter)(U.S. Patent No. 6,963,867, filed March 31, 2003)". 

Applicant disagrees that Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46 are anticipated by Ford. 
Applicant respectfully submits that there are significant differences between the 
10 invention as disclosed in the Application as filed and the cited art of Ford, 

Hilton Davis / Festo Statement 

For sake of convenience In prosecution, Applicant has amended Claims 1, 17, 
30 and 46, as discussed below, to particularly point out and distinctly claim some 
15 of the preferred embodiments of the invention. Applicant reserves the right to 
present the same or similar claims in a related Application. 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 1, to claim a process implemented 
across a network, comprising the steps of: 
20 receiving at an application module a search query from a user at a user 

terminal, the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by 
the user; 

receiving at the application module means for refining at least one search 
initiated by the user at the terminal comprising identification of at least one 
25 source specified by the user, the at least one source external to the application 
module and accessible to the application module across the network; 

receiving information at the application module across the network from at 
least one of the external sources, wherein the information is independently 
maintained by the at least one external source; 
30 providing a refined search through the application module, wherein the 

refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
received from the user to perform the search, 
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performing the search with the search parameters received from 
the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 
information from at least one of the user-specified external sources, and 

performing the search with the search parameters received from 
5 the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 

search results with the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search from the application module to 
any of the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient terminal, the 
10 recipient other than the user. 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 17, to claim a process implemented 
across a network, comprising the steps of: 

receiving at an application module a search query from a user at a 
15 terminal, the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by 
the user; 

soliciting from the user at the terminal means for refining at least one 
search initiated by the user, the refining means comprising any of an 
identification and a selection by the user of at least one information source 
20 external to the application module and accessible to the application module 
across the network; 

receiving information at the application module across the network from at 
least one of the external sources, wherein the information is independently 
maintained by the at least one external source; 
25 providing a refined search through the application module, wherein the 

refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the solicited 
external information sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
received from the user to perform the search, 
30 performing the search with the search parameters received from 

the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 
information from at least one of the solicited external information sources, 
and 

performing the search with the search parameters received from 
35 the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 

.3 
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search results with the received information from at least one of the 
solicited external information sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search from the application module to 
any of the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient terminal, the 
5 . recipient other than the user. 

Applicant has amended independent Claim 30, to claim a search enhancement 
system implemented across a network, comprising: 

a search engine; 
10 an application module; 

at least one source external to the application module and accessible to 
the application module across the network, the external source comprising any a 
secondary source and a supplementary source comprising information; 

means associated with the application module for receiving from a user at 
15 a user terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the user, the 
refining means comprising a specification by the user of at least one of the 
external sources; 

means associated with the application module for receiving a search 
query entered by the user at the user terminal, the search query comprising at 
20 least one search parameter specified by the user; 

means associated with the application module for receiving information 
from at least one of the external sources over the network, wherein the 
information is independently maintained by the at least one external source; 

means associated with the application module for providing a refined 
25 search, wherein the refinement comprises any of . 

using the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
. received from the user to perform the search at the search engine; 

performing the search at the search engine with the search 
30 parameters received from the user and subsequently refining search 

results with the received information from at feast one of the user- 
specified external sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the search 
parameters received from the user and subsequently providing any of 
35 organizing and sorting of the search results with the received information 

from at least one of the user-specified external sources; and 

4 . • ■ ■ 
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means for returning the results of the refined search from the application 
module to any of the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient 
terminal, the recipient other than the user. 

5 Applicant has amended independent Claim 46, to claim a system implemented 
across a network, comprising: 
an application module; 

a search query initiated by a user through a user terminal connected to 
the network, the search query comprising at least one search parameter 
1 0 specified by the user and received by a search system; 

means associated with the application module for receiving from the user 
through the user terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the 
user, the refining means comprising a specification of at least one source 
external to the application module and accessible to the application module 
15 across the network, the external source comprising any of a secondary source 
and a supplementary source; 

means associated with the application module for receiving information 
from at least bile of the external sources over the network, wherein the 
information is independently maintained by the at least one external source; 
20 means associated with the application module for providing a refined 

search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
received from the user to perform the search; 
25 performing the search with the search parameters received from 

the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 
information from at least one of the user-specified external sources, and 

• performing the search with the search parameters received from 
the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
30 search results with the received information from at least one of the user- 

specified external sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search from the application 
module to any iff the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient 
terminal, the recipient other than the user. 


5 
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Support for Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, as amended, is seen in the Application as 
filed, at least on page 12, lines 12-21; on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; on 
page 13, lines 30-31; on page 13, line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 
to page 18, line 3; on page 18, line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to 
5 page 23, line 9; on page 23, lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-27; on page 27, 
lines 1-4 and 30-37; on page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14, 17-19, 
26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 

Ford describe a "search query processing to provide category-ranked 
1 0 presentation of search results" seen at least in the Abstract, wherein: 

"A search engine system displays the results of a multiple-category search 
according to levels of relevance of the categories to a user's search query. 
A query server receives a search query from a user and identifies, within 
15 each of multiple item categories, a set of items that satisfy the query. The 

sets of items are used to generate, for each of the multiple categories, a 
score that reflects a level significance or relevance of the category to the 
search. The scores may be based, for example, on the number of hits 
■ within each category relative to the total number of items in that category, 
20 the popularity levels of items that satisfy the query, a personal profile of 

the user, or a combination thereof. The categories are then presented to 
the user, together with the most relevant items within each category, in the 
order of highest to lowest category relevance." 

25 Ford describe a network environment comprising user computers 110 having an 
Internet connection to a web site 130, as seen at least in Fig. 1 and in Col. 3, 
lines 16-19, wherein: 

"FIG. 1 illustrates a system in which users access web site information via 
30 the Internet, and illustrates the basic web site components used to 

implement a search engine that operates in accordance with the present 
invention." 

* 6 
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Applicant respectfully submits that the disclosed web site in Ford includes a 
number of searchable databases 141-147 (Fig. 1, col. 19-31) that are indicative 
of categories that are presented by and available through the web site 130, e.g. 
5 such as books 141, music 142, video 143, auctions 144, software 145, and 
electronics 146. For example, some products within category groups, e.g. 
books, videos, and videos, are described as marketed directly by the web site 
merchant (such as seen in col. 4, lines 28-31), while auctions are described as 
hosted by the web site 130 (col. 4, lines 32-33), and/or software and electronics 
10 are described as offered for sale on web sites affiliated with the host web site 
(Col. 4, lines 43-45). ' 

In stark contrast, as seen in Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46 as amended, the external 
sources of information are separate from the application module, and information 
15 that is received across the network from at least one of the external sources is 
independently maintained by the external source. 

Ford also describe user control of a category submenu as defined and presented 
by the website, as seen at least in Figure 2 r e.g. items 220, 250, and 230, and in 
20 Col. 6, lines 53-62, wherein: 

"Users can perform searches with the search engine interface 220 by 
typing in the desired information (referred to herein as a "query") into a 
query window 230 and then clicking on a search initiation button 240. The 
25 user may control the scope of the search with a pulldown window 250 

containing multiple categories. The search may be limited to any one 
category through selection of that category from the pulldown menu 250. 
Alternatively, the user may conduct a broad-based search through 
selection of an "All Products" option 260." 

30 

Applicant notes that, while Ford describes user control of categories (e.g. books, 
music, video, auctions, all products, Fig. 2) within such a pulldown menu 250, 

.7 
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Ford does not describe the identification of a source that is external to the 
application module and accessible to the application module across the network. 

As seen above, Claim 1 as amended cites an "identification of at least one 
5 source specified by the user, the at least source external to the application 
module and accessible to the application module across the network../ 

In regard to Claim 1, as amended, Applicant submits that identification of a 
source that is external to the application module and accessible to the 
10 application module across the network is significantly different than user 
selection, of a category defined and presented by the website, by a pulldown 
menu 250, as described by Ford. 

As also seen above, Claim 30 as amended, claims a system comprising, Inter 
15 alia: 

"at least one source external to the application module and accessible to 
the application module across the network, the external source comprising any a 
secondary source and a supplementary source comprising information"; 

"means associated with the application module for receiving from a user 
20 at a user terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the user, the 
refining means comprising a specification by the user of at least one of the 
external sources"; and 

"means associated with the application module for receiving information 
from at least one of the external sources over the network, wherein the 
25 information is independently maintained by the at least one external source". 

In regard to Claim 30, as amended, Applicant submits that specification by the 
user of at least one. source that is external to the application module and 
accessible to the application module across the network, as claimed in Claim 30 
30 as amended, is significantly different than user selection of categories that are 
presented by and available through the website by a pulldown menu 250, as 
described by Ford. 
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In regard to Claim 17, as amended, Applicant submits that "soliciting from the 
user at the terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the user, 
the refining means comprising any of an identification and a selection by the user 
5 of at least one information source external to the application module and 
accessible to the application module across the network", as claimed in Claim 17 
as amended, is significantly different than user selection of categories that are 
presented by and available through the website by a pulldown menu 250, as 
described by Ford. 

10 

In regard to Claim 46, as amended, Applicant submits that "means associated 
with the application module for receiving from the user through the user terminal 
means for refining at least one search initiated by the user, the refining means 
comprising a specification of at least one source external to the application 
15 module and accessible to the application module across the network, the 
external source comprising any of a secondary source and a supplementary 
source", as claimed in Claim 46 as amended, is significantly different than user 
selection of categories that are presented by and available through the website 
by a pulldown menu 250, as described by Ford. 

20 

As well, Applicant submits that, while Ford discloses a basic search by entering 
information into a query window 230 (such as seen at least in Col. 6, lines 53-56 
of Ford), refinement of a search in Ford is significantly different than refinement 
of a search in Claims 1 , 17, 30, and 46, as amended. 

25 

Ford describes refined searching through the construction of a Product Spider 
database out of different tables having distinguishing characteristics, as seen at 
least in Col. 14, lines 54-64, wherein: 

30 "By constructing the Product Spider database 147 out of different tables 

having distinguishing characteristics, or retaining the equivalent 
information within one big table, the user is capable of conducting a more 
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refined search within the Product Spider - database 147. In one 
embodiment, for example, the Related Products hypertext link 380 is 
replaced by a pulldown menu comprising different categories 
corresponding to the distinctions retained within the Product Spider 
5 database 147 (e.g., books, music, video, and toys categories, on-iine 

versus off-line offerings, goods versus services, etc.)." 

Ford also describes the prioritization of results within each of the categories 
available through the site 130, as seen at least in Col. 16, lines 10-18, wherein: 

TO 

"In a fourth step 640 shown in FIG. 6, the query results are returned from 
each of the product databases 141-147, via the search tool 154> to the 
query server 140. The search tool prioritizes the results within each 
category according to a determination of relevance based upon the query 
15 terms. The method used by the search tool 154 to prioritize the search 

result items within a category varies depending upon the nature of the 
category searched. The prioritization methods used are discussed at ' 
length below with the help of FIG. 7." 

While Ford also describes sorting or organizing of "databases associated with 
20 the AMAZON.COM zShops" as seen at least in Col. 17, lines 1-14 and 36-44), 
Applicant submits that the results are not related to received information from at 
least one user-specified external source, wherein the information is 
independently maintained by the at least one external source. 

25 In regard to Claim 1 as amended, Applicant submits that a prioritization of results 
biased on available categories through the web site 130, as described by Ford, is 
significantly different than receiving information at the application module across 
the network from at least one source identified by the user that is external to the 
application module and accessible to the application module across the network, 

30 wherein the information is independently maintained by the at least one external 
source; and providing a refined search through the application module, wherein 
the refinement comprises any of 


10 

PACE 1 1/43 ■ RCVD AT 6/4/2007 4:58:09 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] - SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-2/1 9 " DN1S:2738300 - CSID:650 474 8401 - DURATION (mm-ss):1 8-56 


06/04/2007 MON 15:03 FAX 550 474 8401 — — USPTO-Gen Off FAX 


0012/043 


Application No. 10/685,747 Attorney Docket No. AOL0143 

"using the received information from at least one of the user-specified 
external sources in conjunction with the search parameters received from the 
user to perform the search", 

"performing the search with the search parameters received from the user 
and subsequently refining search results with the received information from at. 
least one of the user-specified external sources", and 

"performing the search with the search parameters received from the user 
and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the search results 
with the received information from at least one of the user-specifisd external 
sources". 

As well, in regard to Claim 30 as amended, Applicant submits that a prioritization . 
of results based on available categories through the web site 130, as described 
by Ford, is significantly different than a system comprising, inter alia: 
15 means associated with the application module for receiving information 

from at least one of the user-specified external sources over the network; and 

means associated with the application module for providing a refined 
search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

"using the received information from at least one of the user-specified 
.20 external sources in conjunction with the search parameters received from the 
user to perform the search at the search engine", 

"performing the search at the search engine with the search parameters 
received from the user and subsequently refining search results with the 
received information from at least one of the user-specified external sources", 
25 and 

"performing the search at the search engine with the search parameters 
. received from the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting 
of the search results with the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources". 

30 

In regard to Claim 17 as amended, Applicant submits that a prioritization of 
results based on available categories through the web site 130, as described by 


11 
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Ford, is significantly different than a process implemented across a network, . 
comprising, inter alia, the steps of: 

"soliciting from the user at the terminal means for refining at least one 
search initiated by the user, the refining means comprising any of ah 
5 identification and a selection by the user of at least one information source 
external to the application module and accessible to the application module 
across the network"; 

"receiving information at the application module across the network from 
at least one of the external sources, wherein the information is independently 
10 maintained by the at least one external source"; and 

"providing a refined search through the application module, wherein the 
refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the solicited 
external information sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
15 received from the user to perform the search, 

performing the search with the search parameters received from 
the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 
information from at least one of the solicited external information sources/ 
and 

20 performing the search with the search parameters received from 

the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
search results with the received information from at least one of the 
solicited external information sources". 

25 In regard to Claim. 46 as amended, Applicant submits that a prioritization of 
results based on available categories through the web site 130, as described by 
. Ford, is significantly different than a system implemented across a network, 
comprising, inter alia: 

"means associated with the application module for receiving from the user 
30 through the user terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the 
user, the refining means comprising a specification of at least one source 
external to the application module and accessible to the application module 

across the network, the external source comprising any of a secondary source 

and a supplementary source"; 


12 
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"means associated with the application module for receiving information 
from at least one of the external sources over the network, wherein the 
information is independently maintained by the at least one external source"; and 
"means associated with the application module for providing a refined 
5 search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
received from the user to perform the search, 

performing the search with the search parameters received from 
10 the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 

information from at least one of the user-specified external sources, and 

performing the search, with the search parameters received from 
the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
search results with the received information from at least one of the user- 
15 specified external sources". 

Ford also describes the return of query results to provide category-ranked 
presentation of search results, as seen at least in the Abstract and in col. 16, 
lines 10-12 (from above): 

20 

w In a fourth step 640 shown in FIG. 6, the query results are returned from 
each of the product databases 141-147, via the search tool 154, to the 
query server 140." 

25 In regard to Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46 as amended, while Ford describes 
category-ranked presentation of search results, Applicant submits that, as 
discussed above, the category-ranked presentation of search results are based 
on categories presented and available through the site. As well, in regard to 
Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46 as amended, Applicant submits that there is no 

30 disclosure or suggestion in Ford, express or implied, that the results of a refined 
search are returned to a recipient other than the user at a recipient terminal. 

13 
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Applicant therefore submits that independent Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, as 
amended, overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Ford. As well, there is no suggestion, express or implied, that Ford be 
modified to meet Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46. 

5 

The Examiner bears the burden of establishing a prima facie case of anticipation 
(In re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 1327, 231 USPQ 136, 138-139 (Fed. Cir. 1986)). 
The prior art reference must disclose each element of the claimed invention, as 
correctly interpreted, and as arranged in the claim (Lindermann Maschinefabrik 
10 Gmbh v. American Hoist & Derrick Co., 730 F.2d 1452, 221 USPQ 481, 485 
(Fed. Cir. 1984)). A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single 
prior art reference. The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail 
as is contained in the claim (MPEP 2131). 

15 

As Claims 2-16 depend from amended independent Claim 1, as Claims 18-29 
depend from amended independent Claim 17, as Claims 31-45 depend from 
amended independent Claim 30, and as Claims 47-61 depend from amended 
independent Claim 46, and inherently contain all the limitations of the claims they 
20 depend from, they are seen to be patentable as well. 

Furthermore, in regard to Claims 12, 25, and 41, the Office Action states that 
Ford discloses a process/system "wherein the selected source comprises a 
ratings service (col. 20, and 21, lines 65-67 and 1-3; respectively, Ford. As well, 
25 in regard to Claim 57, the Office Action states that Ford discloses a system 
"wherein the selected source comprises a ratings service (col. 6, lines 28-31; 
respectively, Ford. 

Applicant submits that the rating/ranking process and or structures as described 
30 by Ford are significantly different that C|aims 12, 25, 41 , and 57, as amended. 


14 
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For example, Ford describes the entry of rating information by users, and 
. subsequent viewing by other users, as seen at least in CoL 6, lines 28-31, 
wherein: 

5 "Furthermore, in embodiments in which the web site 130 provides users 

an option to rate the located merchants (e.g., on a scale of 1-5), and to 
view the ratings entered by other users, the Product Spider Database 147 
may store the merchant ratings data." 

10 Ford describes further details of the entry of rating information by users, and 
subsequent viewing by other users, as seen at least in Fig. 4 (elements 
460,462), and in col. 1 0, lines 28-45, wherein: 

"In one embodiment, the Product Spider results page 400 includes a 
rating 460 for one or more of the displayed result items. In FIG. 4, a rating 
(three out of five stars) is associated with the fifth result item 
(Autobiography of Mark Twain) based upon ratings provided by users who 
have previously interacted with this same on-line merchant. In one 
embodiment, the rating information is stored as an entry in the Product 
Spider database 147 (not shown in FIG. 1) corresponding to the on-line 
merchant's URL In another embodiment, the rating information is stored 
in a separate "ratings" database, indexed by canonical URL. In these 
embodiments, the Product Spider results page 400 further includes an 
option, such as a hypertext link 462, for the user to rate the merchant. The 
option to rate the merchant . preferably exists for every result item 
displayed on the Product Spider results page 400, and in all lower level 
results pages. FIG. 4 shows such an option for only one of the five 
merchants merely for the sake of clarity." 

30 Applicant submits therefore that such ratings in Ford are clearly entered into the 
. web site by users, and are then presented by the web site to other users. 

15 
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In regard to Claim 1 as amended, and Claim 12 which depends from Claim 1, a 
ratings system as described by Ford is significantly different than an identification 
of at least one source specified by the user, wherein the at least one source 
comprises a ratings service that is external to the application module and 
5 accessible to the application module across the network, wherein information 
received at the application module from the ratings service is used to provide a 
refined search. 

In regard to Claim 17 as amended, and Claim 25 which depends from Claim 17, 
10 a ratings system as described by Ford is significantly different than soliciting from 
a user at a terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the user, 
the refining means comprising any of an identification and a selection by the user 
of at least one information source, wherein the at least one information source 
comprises a ratings service that is external to the application module and 
1 5 accessible to the application module across the network; 

In regard to Claim 30 as amended, and Claim 41 which depends from Claim 30, 
a ratings system as described by Ford is significantly different than a system 
comprising, inter alia, at least one source external to the application module and 
20 accessible to the application module across the network, the external source 
comprising any a secondary source and a supplementary source comprising 
information; and means associated with the application module for receiving 
from a user at a user terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by 
the user, the refining means comprising a specification by the user of at least 
25 one of the external sources, wherein the selected external source comprises a 
ratings service. 

In regard to Claim 46 as amended, and Claim 57 which depends from Claim 46, 
a ratings system as described by Ford is significantly different than a system 
30 comprising, inter alia, means associated with the application. module for receiving 
from the user through the user terminal means for refining at least one search 
. initiated by the user, the refining means comprising a specification of at least one 

16 * 
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ratings service external to the application module and accessible to the 
application module across the network, the external ratings service comprising 
any of a secondary source and a supplementary source. 

5 ln : addition, there is no disclosure, or suggestion in Ford, express or implied, that 
user ratings information are used to refine a search. As noted above, user 
ratings are simply entered by users and displayed for, i.e. presented to, other 
users. 

.10 Ford also describes a determination of priority of displayed categories, as seen 
at least in Col. 20, line 55 to Col. 21, line 3, wherein: 

"Once the search tool 154 has generated search results from each of the 
categories, the categories themselves compete for priority for dispiay 
15 purposes. These competitions between categories, like the ranking of 

items within each category, are based . upon an assessment of the 
relevance of the search query to each competitor." 

Applicant submits that the determination of priority of displayed categories is 
. 20 internal to the system and process described by Ford. In regard to Claim 1, 17, 
30, and 46 as amended, there is not suggestion express or implied, of an 
identification or selection of at least one. source specified by the user, wherein 
the at least one source comprises a ratings service that is external to the 
application module and accessible to the application module across the network, 
25 and wherein information received at the application module from the ratings 
service is used to provide a refined search. 

Applicant therefore submits that Claims 12, 25, 41 and 57, which depend from 
independent Claim 1, 17, 30, and 46 as amended respectively, overcome the 
30 rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ford. As well, there is 
no suggestion, express or implied, that Ford be modified to meet Claims 12, 25, > 
41 and 57. 

.. . 17 
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The Examiner bears the burden of establishing a prima facie case of anticipation 
(In re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 1327, 231 USPQ 136, 138-139 (Fed. Cir. 1986)). 
The prior art reference must disclose each element of the claimed invention, as 
5 correctly interpreted, and as arranged in the claim (Lindermann Maschinefabrik 
Gmbh v. American Hoist & Derrick Co., 730 F.2d 1452, 221 USPQ 481, 485 
(Fed. Cir. 1984)). A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single 
prior art reference. The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail 
10 as is contained in the claim (MPEP 2131). 

35 U.S.C. § 103. Claim Rejections. 

9. The Office Action states that "Claims 4-8, 1 0-1 1 ,. 20-24, 33-37, 39-40, 49-53, 
and 55-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ford 
15 et al. (Ford hereinafter)(U.S. Patent No. 6,963,867 B2, filed March 31, 2003) in 
view of Abrams (U.S. Patent No. 7,069,308, filed: June 16, 2003)." 

Applicant disagrees that Claims 4-8, 10-11, 20-24, 33-37, 39-40, 49-53, and 55- 
56 are unpatentable over Ford (U.S. Patent No. 6,963,867 B2) in view of Abrams 
20 (U.S. Patent No. 7,069,308). 

Hilton Davis / Festo Statement 

Applicant has amended Claims 1, 3-10, 12-13, 17, 19-26, 30, 32-39, 41-42, 46, 
48-55 and 57-58, for convenience in prosecution, and reserves the right to 
25 present the same or similar claims in a related Application. The amendments 
herein were not made for any reason related to patentability. 

Abrams describes a "system, method and apparatus for connecting users in an 
online computer system based on their relationships within social networks" seen 
30 at least in the Abstract, wherein: 


18 
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U A method and apparatus for calculating, displaying and acting upon 
relationships in a social network is described. A computer system collects 
descriptive data about various individuals and allows those individuals to 
indicate other individuals with whom they have a personal relationship. 
5 The descriptive data and the relationship data are integrated and 

processed to reveal the series of social relationships connecting any two 
individuals within a social network. The pathways connecting any two 
individuals can be displayed^ Further, the social network itself can be 
displayed to any number of degrees of separation. A user of the system 
10 can determine the optimal relationship path (i.e., contact pathway) to 

reach desired individuals. A communications tool allows individuals in the 
system to be introduced (or introduce themselves) and initiate direct 
communication." 

15 Applicant submits that, while Abrams describes a system, method and apparatus 
for connecting users in an online computer system based on their relationships 
within social networks, there is no disclosure in Abrams of a system or process 
for providing a refined search, or of user selection or identification of external 
sources from which information is received across a network that are used to 

20 refine a search. 

As discussed, above, Applicant has amended independent Claim 1, to claim a 
process implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 

receiving at an application module a search query from a user at a user 
25 terminal, the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by 
the user; 

receiving at the application module means for refining at least one search 
initiated by the user at the terminal comprising identification of at least one 
source specified by the user, the at least one source external to the application 
30 module and accessible to the application module across the network; 

receiving information at the application module across the network from at 
least one of the external sources, wherein the information is independently 
maintained by the at least one external source 

19 
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providing a refined search through the application module, wherein the 
refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
5 received from the user to perform the search, 

performing the search with the search parameters received from 
the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 
information from at least one of the user-specified external sources, and 
performing the search with the search parameters received from 
10 the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 

search results with the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search from the application module to 
any of the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient terminal, the 
15 recipient other than the user. 

As also discussed, above, Applicant has amended independent Claim 17, to 
claim a process implemented across a network, comprising the steps of: 

receiving at an application module a search query from a user at a 
terminal, the search query comprising at least one search parameter specified by 
the user; 

soliciting from the user at the terminal means for refining at least one 
search initiated by the user, the refining means comprising any of an 
identification and a selection by the user of at least one information source 
external to the application module and accessible to the application module 
across the network; 

receiving information at the application module across the network from at 
least one of the external sources, wherein the information is independently 
maintained by the at least one external source; 

providing a refined search through the application module, wherein the 
refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the solicited 
external information sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
received from the user to perform the search, 

20 
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performing the search with the search parameters received from 
the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 
information from at least one of the solicited external information sources, 
and 

5 performing the search with the search parameters received from 

the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 
search results with the received information from at least one of the 
solicited external information sources; and 

returning the results of the refined search from the application module to 
10 any of the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient terminal, the 
recipient other than the user. 

As further discussed above, Applicant has amended independent Claim 30, to 
claim a search enhancement system implemented across a network, comprising: 
15 a search engine; 

an application module; 

at least one source external to the application module and accessible to 
the application module across the network, the external source comprising any a 
secondary source and a supplementary source comprising information; 
20 means associated with the application module for receiving from a user at 

a user terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the user, the 
refining means comprising a specification by the user of at least one of the 
external sources; 

means associated with the application module for receiving a search 
25 query entered by the user at the user terminal, the search query comprising at 
least one search parameter specified by the user; 

means associated with the application module for receiving information 
from at least one of the external sources over the network, wherein the 
information is independently maintained by the at least one external source; 
30 means associated with the application module for providing a refined 

search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
received from the user to perform the search at the search engine; 
35 performing the search at the search engine with the search 

parameters received from the user and subsequently refining search 

■ 21 
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results with the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources, and 

performing the search at the search engine with the search 
parameters received from the user and subsequently providing any of 
5 organizing and sorting of the search results with the received information 

from at least one of the user-specified external sources; and 
means for returning the results of the refined search from the application 
module to any of the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient 
terminal, the recipient other than the user. 

10 

In addition, as discussed above, Applicant has amended independent Claim 46, 
to claim a system implemented across a network, comprising: 
an application module; 

a search query initiated by a user through a user terminal connected to 
15 the network, the search query comprising at least one search parameter 
specified by the user and received by a search system; 

means associated with the application module for receiving from the user 
through the user terminal means for refining at least one search initiated by the 
user, the refining means comprising a specification of at least one source 
20 external to the application module and accessible to the application module 
across the network, the external source comprising any of a secondary source 
and a supplementary source; 

means associated with the application module for receiving information 
from at least one of the external sources over the network, wherein the 
25 information is independently maintained by the at least one external source; 

means associated with the application module for providing a refined 
search, wherein the refinement comprises any of 

using the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources in conjunction with the search parameters 
30 received from the user to perform the search; 

performing the search with the search parameters received from 
the user and subsequently refining search results with the received 
information from at least one of the user-specified external sources, and 

performing the search with the search parameters received from 
35 the user and subsequently providing any of organizing and sorting of the 

: -. 22 
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search results with the received information from at least one of the user- 
specified external sources; and 

means for returning the results of the refined search from the application 
module to any of the user at the user terminal and a recipient at a recipient 
5 terminal, the recipient other than the ; user. 

Support for Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, as amended, is seen in the Application as 
filed, at least on* page 12, lines 12-21; on page 12, line 25 to page 13, line 21; oh 
page 13, fines 30-31; on page 13, line 38 to page 16, line 9; on page 16, line 15 
10 to page 18, line 3; on page 18, line 12 to page 19, line 7; on page 19, line 35 to 
page 23, line 9; on page 23, lines 16-21; on page 26, lines 23-27; on page 27, 
lines 1-4 and 30-37; on page 36, lines 7-16; in Claims 1-4, 10-11, 13-14, 17-19, 
26-27, 30-32, 39-40, 42, 46-48 and 55-56; and in Figures 1-11 and 15. 

•15 Applicant submits that, even in combination, Ford and/or Abrams fail to meet 
Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46, as amended. As well, there is no suggestion, express 
or implied, that Ford arid/or Abrams be modified to meet Claims 1, 17, 30 and 
46, as amended. Furthermore, it would take significant modification and undue 
experimentation for Ford and/or Abrams to meet Claims 1;. 17; 30 and 46, as 

20 amended. 

Therefore, the prima facie obviousness case is incomplete because both Ford 
and Abrams fail to teach or suggest all the claim limitations (MPEP 2142, 
: 2143.03). to support the conclusion that the claimed invention is directed to 
. 25 obvious subject matter, either the references must expressly or impliedly suggest 
the claimed invention or the Examiner must present a convincing line of 
reasoning as to why the artisan would have found the claimed invention to have 
been: obvious in light of the teachings of the references (Ex Parte Clapp, 227 
USPQ 972, 973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985), MPEP 706.020). As well, the 
30 Examiner should "determine whether there was an apparent reason to combine 
the known elements in the fashion claimed by the patent at issue. To facilitate 
review, this analysis should be made explicit (KSR Int'l Co., v. Teleflex, Inc., No 
04-1350 (U.S. Apr. 30, 2007)). 
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Applicant therefore submits that independent Claim 1, 17, 30 and 46, as 
amended, overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being 
. unpatentable over Ford in view of Abrams. As Claims 4-8 and 10-11 depend 
from independent Claim 1 as amended, as Claims 20-24 depend from 
5 independent Claim 17 as amended, as Claims 33-37 and 39-40 depend from 
independent Claim 30 as amended, and as Claims 49-53 and 50-56 depend 
from independent Claim 46 as amended, and inherently contain all the limitations 
of the claims they depend from, Claims 4-8, 10-11, 20-24, 33-37, 39-40, 49-53, 
and 55-56 are seen to be patentable as well. 

10 

Applicant has also amended dependent Claims 4-7, 10, 20-23, 33-36, 39, 49-52 
and 55, to particularly point but and distinctly claim that the results of the refined 
search are returned or received by the recipient other than the user. Applicant 
has also amended Claims 3, 8-9, 12-13, 19, 24-26, 32, 37-38, 41-42, 48, 53-54, 
15 and 57-58, to provide proper antecedent terminology. Support for Claims 9, 38, 
and 54, as amended, is seen in the Application as filed, at least on page 14, 
lines 9-11; on page 16, lines 5-6; on page 18, lines 18-21; on page 19, lines 1-7; 
on page 23, lines 1-3; on page 27, lines 30-37; and in Figures 1 , 4, 5, and 8 (e.g. 
elements 36,38). Applicant submits that no new matter has been entered. 

20 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Office Action concedes that Ford is silent 
with respect to a recipient that is selected by the user. As well, Applicant 
submits that Abrams is silent as to sending the results of a refined search to a 
recipient other than a user. 

25 

In regard to dependent claims 4-8, 10-11, 20-24, 33-37, 39-40, 49-53, and 55- 
56, while Abrams describes an invitation system that "allows users to invite 
friends or acquaintances to join the system (as seen at least in Col. 5, lines 16- 
23 of Abrams), there is no disclosure or suggestion, express or implied, of 
30 sending the results of a refined search to a recipient other than a user. 
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In regard to dependent Claims 5, 21, 34 and 50, the Office Action states that 
Ford in view of Abrams discloses a process or system, wherein the recipient is 
determined based on the enhanced results, citing Col. 5, lines 38-42, Abrams. 
Applicant disagrees. Abrams describes the viewing of descriptive data about 
5 other users in a social network, and an acquaintance path that connects a first 
user to the other users, as seen at least in Col. 5, lines 36-42, wherein: 

"In one exemplary example of operation, a first user might access a 
graphical interface to view descriptive data about other users in her social 
10 network. As she discovers other users who have characteristics she finds 

appealing, she can view the acquaintance path that connects her to the 
other users." 

There is therefore no disclosure or suggestion, express or implied, in Ford and/or 
15 Abrams, that the results of a refined search are returned to a recipient other than 
the user at the recipient terminal, wherein the recipient is determined based on 
the enhanced results. 

In regard to dependent Claims 6, 22, 35 and 51, the Office Action states that 
20 Ford in view of Abrams discloses a process or system, wherein the recipient is 
determined based on information input by the user or at the user terminal, citing 
Col. 5, lines 29-32 of Abrams. Applicant disagrees. Abrams describes that 
users in the described system have the ability to provide information, such as a 
comment, about a second user, as seen at least in Col. 5, lines 28-32, wherein: 

25 

"Users in the system further have the ability to provide information about 
one another. For example, one user might write a positive comment about 
a second user's personality. In one implementation, the second user may 
accept or reject display of the comment." 

30 

While users in Abrams have the ability to provide information about another user, 
such as a the input of a comment about another user, there is no disclosure or 

25 
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suggestion, express or implied, in Ford and/or Abrams, that the results of a 
refined search are returned to a recipient other than the user at the recipient 
terminal, wherein the recipient of the results of the refined search is based on 
information input by the user. 

5 

In regard to dependent Claims 7 and 23, the Office Action states that "Ford in 
view of Abrams discloses a process, further comprising the steps of: ' 

receiving information from a recipient (Col. 7, lines 35-40, Ford; and Col. 
5, lines 29-32, Abrams; and 
10 selectively sending the enhanced results to the recipient based upon any . 

of the received information and a selection of the recipient by the user (Col. 5, 
lines 38-42, Abrams)". 

Applicant disagrees. Ford describes that a query server 140 applies a query to a 
15 database, or databases, corresponding to the search scope selected by the 
user, as seen at least in CoL 7, lines 35-40, wherein: 

"When the user submits a query from the search engine interface 220 of 
FIG. 2 to the web site 130, the query server 140 applies the query to the 
20 database, or databases, corresponding to the search scope selected by 

the user. For example, if the user has selected the "Books" field from the 
pulldown menu 250, the query is only submitted to the Books database 
141." 

25 In regard to Claims 7, 23, 36, and 52 as amended herein and as depending from 
amended independent Claims 1, 17, 30 and 46 respectively, Ford and/or Abrams 
fail to disclose or suggest receiving information from a recipient other than the 
user, and sending the results of a refined search that is entered by the user to a 
recipient other than the user, based on any of the received information and a 

30 selection of the recipient by the user. 


26 
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In regard to dependent Claims 8, 24, 37 and 53, the Office Action states that 
Ford in view of Abrams discloses a process or system, wherein the received 
information comprises an interest in the enhanced results, citing Col. 2, lines 37- 
40 of Ford, and Col. 5, lines 29-32 of Abrams. Applicant disagrees. As 
5 discussed above, Ford describes that a query server 140 applies a query to a 
database, or databases, corresponding to the search scope selected by the 
user, as seen at least in Col. 7, lines 35-40, wherein: 

"When the user submits a query from the search engine interface 220 of 
10 FIG. 2 to the web site 130, the query server 140 applies the query to the 

database, or databases, corresponding to the search scope selected by 
the user. For example, if the user has selected the "Books" field from the 
pulldown menu 250, the query is only submitted to the Books database 
141." 

15 

Applicant submits that Ford fails to disclose or suggest receiving information 
from a recipient other than the user. Furthermore, as discussed above, Abrams 
describes that users in the described system have the ability to provide 
information, such as a comment, about a second user, as seen at least in Col. 5, 
20 lines 28-32, wherein: 

"Users in the system further have the ability to provide information about 
one another. For example, one user might write a positive comment about 
a second user's personality. In one implementation, the second user may 
25 accept or reject display of the comment. M 

In regard to Claims 8, 24, 37 and 53, as amended herein and as depending from 
amended Claims 1 & 7, 17 & 23, 30 & 36, and 46 & 52 respectively, Ford and/or 
Abrams fail to disclose or suggest receiving information from a recipient other 
30 than the user, and sending the results of a refined search that is entered by the 
user to a recipient other than the user, based on any of the information received . 
from the recipient and a selection of the recipient by the user, wherein the 
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information received from the recipient comprises an interest in the enhanced 
results. 

While users in Abrams have the ability to provide information about another user, 
5 such as a. the input of a comment about another user, there is no disclosure or 
suggestion, express or implied, that the results of a refined search are returned 
to a recipient other than the user at the recipient terminal, based on any of the 
information received from the recipient and a selection of the recipient by the 
user, wherein the information received from the recipient comprises an interest in 
10 the enhanced results. 

Therefore, the prima facie obviousness case in regard to Claims 4-8, 10-11, 20- 
24, 33-37, 39-40, 49-53, and 55-56 is incomplete because both Ford and 
Abrams fail to teach or suggest all the claim limitations (MPEP 2142, 2143,03). 

15 To support the conclusion that the claimed invention is directed to obvious 
subject matter, either the references must expressly or impliedly suggest the 
claimed invention or the Examiner must present a convincing line of reasoning 
as to why the artisan would have found the claimed invention to have been 
obvious in light of the teachings of the references (Ex Parte Clapp, 227 USPQ 

20 972, 973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985), MPEP 706.02(j)). As well, the Examiner 
should "determine whether there was an apparent reason to combine the known 
elements in the fashion claimed by the. patent at issue. To facilitate review, this 
analyst should be made explicit (KSR Int'l Co., v. Teleflex, Inc., No 04-1350 
(U.S. Apr. 30, 2007)). 
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. Applicant therefore submits that independent Claims 4-8, 10-11, 20-24, 33-37, 
39-40, 49-53, and 55-56 overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Ford in view of Abrams. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, the claims in the present application are directed to 
5 statutory subject* matter and are patentably distinguished over the cited 
references. Applicant also submits that the amendments do not introduce new 
matter into the Application. Based on the foregoing, Applicant considers the 
invention to be in condition for allowance. Applicant earnestly solicits the 
- Examiner's withdrawal of the rejections set forth in the prior Office Action, such 
10 that a Notice of Allowance is forwarded to Applicant, and the present application 
is therefore allowed to issue as a United States Patent. 


Respectfully Submitted, 


Michael A. Glenn 
Reg. No. 30,176 


Customer No. 22862 
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